SUMNER
individual claims, subject to a set-off by the individual claims of England, so that in the end our country may possibly receive nothing, is the consideration for this strange surrender. I borrow a term from an English statesman on another occasion, if I call it a " capitulation." For the settlement of a few individual claims, we condone the original far-reaching and destructive wrong. Here are the plain words by which this is done:
" The high contracting parties engage to consider the result of the proceedings of this commission as a full and final settlement of every claim upon either government arising out of any transaction of a date prior to the exchange of the ratifications of the present convention; and further engage that every such claim, whether or not the same may have been presented to the notice of, made, preferred, or laid before the said commission, shall, from and after the conclusion of the proceedings of the said commission, be considered and treated as finally settled and barred, and thenceforth inadmissible."
All this I quote directly from the treaty. It is Article V. The national cause is handled as nothing more than a bundle of individual claims, and the result of the proceedings under the proposed treaty is to be " a full and final settlement/' so that hereafter all claims " shall be considered and treated as finally settled and barred, and thenceforth inadmissible." Here is no provision for the real question, which, though thrust out of sight, or declared to be " finally settled and barred," according to the terms of the treaty, must return to plague the two countries. Whatever the treaty may say in terms, there is no settlement in fact; and until this is made, there will be constant menace of discord. Nor can it be forgotten that there is no recognition of the rule of international duty applicable to such cases. This, too, is left unsettled.
While doing so little for us, the treaty makes ample provision for all known claims on the British side. As these are exclusively " individual," they are completely covered by the text, which has no limitations or exceptions. Already it is announced in England that even those of " Confederate bondholders " are included. I have before me an English journal which describes the latter claims as founded on "immense quantities of cotton, worth at the time of their seizure nearly two shillings a pound, which were then in the legal possession